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Purpose: To compare magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) based
deﬁnitions of knee osteoarthritis (OA) to x-ray-based Kellgren-
Lawrence (KL) grade, for predicting disease severity, as measured
by visual analogue Western Ontario and McMaster Universities
(WOMAC) scales for pain (WP), function (WF) and stiffness (WS),
as well as aggregate (WG).
Methods: We collected information from a population-based sam-
ple of 255 people age 40-79 with self-reported knee pain stratiﬁed
by age and gender, between September 2002 and March 2005.
The sample was weighted to represent the distribution of age
(40-49, 50-59, 60-69, 70+) by gender using totals from the ﬁrst
stage of sampling. One hundred and sixty-three subjects were
followed up a mean of 3.3 years later. WOMAC was elicited, and
knee radiographs and MRIs taken at baseline and follow-up.
Radiographs were graded by KL (0 to 4 scale). MRI cartilage was
graded on 6 surfaces (lateral femur, lateral tibia, medial femur,
medial tibia, patella and trochlear groove) from 0 to 4. From these
cartilage scores we calculated the categorized sum (MRISumCat)
based on quintiles of the sum, and the maximum (MRIMax).
MRISumCat was deﬁned by the sum of MRI surfaces being in
{0-2, 3-4, 5-9, 10-13, 14+}.
Using both baseline and followup data, we ﬁt (cross-sectional)
linear regression models predicting WOMAC from each deﬁni-
tion of OA, with bootstrap adjustments for the complex sample
and correlation within subjects. Deﬁnitions were judged by their
model R-squares (proportion of WOMAC variance explained). Fit
was assessed with an examination of residuals. We focused on
the unadjusted models, since OA deﬁnitions are simplest when
"standalone", meaning they can be applied uniformly across dif-
ferent groups (e.g., KL grade is not deﬁned differently depending
on age). Models adjusted for age, gender and body mass index
were also ﬁt for comparative purposes. All analyses were sample
weighted.
Results: The results are summarized in Table 1. In the unadjusted
models, all deﬁnitions are highly signiﬁcant predictors of WOMAC
(p-values not shown). MRISumCat explains the greatest propor-
tion of WOMAC variance on all four outcomes: for WP, R-square
= 6.03%; for WF, R-square = 9.67%; for WS, R-square = 10.00%;
and for aggregate WG, R-square = 9.91%. For predicting WP, WF
and WG, the best OA deﬁnition is MRISumCat, followed by MRI-
Table 1. Summary of models predicting WOMAC from MRI- and KL-based OA
deﬁnitions
Outcome Deﬁnition DF R-square (%) (Unadj.) R-square (%) (Adj.)
WP MRIMax 4 4.34 5.83
MRISumCat 4 6.03 9.21
KL 4 3.96 7.85
WF MRIMax 4 7.13 11.12
MRISumCat 4 9.67 14.26
KL 4 6.53 11.64
WS MRIMax 4 5.62 9.56
MRISumCat 4 10.00 12.31
KL 4 7.45 12.86
WG MRIMax 4 6.91 10.19
MRISumCat 4 9.91 13.84
KL 4 6.70 11.49
Max. For predicting WS, MRISumCat is the best, followed by KL.
In adjusted models the R-squares are higher and KL outperforms
MRIMax; MRISumCat remains the best overall, though slightly
lower than KL for predicting WS.
It is of interest to note that these R-squares are low on a traditional
scale, however there are many more factors inﬂuencing pain,
function and stiffness than joint imaging. Considering this, the
R-squares are not unreasonable, and the ranking of R-squares is
the relevant result.
Conclusions: MRISumCat is an MRI-based deﬁnition of OA in
knees that outperforms Kellgren Lawrence grade for predicting
clinical disease severity as measured by WOMAC scales on pain,
function and stiffness, as well as aggregate WOMAC. This may
eventually lead to the development of new, MRI-based standards
for OA disease classiﬁcation.
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Purpose: We’ve all heard people say: “I get this twinge every once
in a while” or “I make my trips up and down the stairs count now. It
saves my knees.” Are these people describing early osteoarthritis
(OA)? Little is known about people’s experiences with pain and
functional limitations in the early stages of knee OA. The purpose
of this study was to quantify the pain, disability and participation
restrictions in people with early versus moderate and end stage
knee OA.
Methods: The sample included 95 individuals from the commu-
nity with complaints of knee pain. They were assigned at study
inception to: Group 1-early OA: ‘pain, aching or stiffness in or
around the knee’ at any time in the past 12 months but NOT on
most days for at least one month and not as a result of an injury.
The individuals did not necessarily have a physician diagnosis
of knee OA. Group 2-moderate OA: physician diagnosis of knee
OA with symptoms on most days of the month but had never
been told that they needed a knee replacement in the past nor in
the upcoming year. Group 3-end stage OA: on a surgical list for
total knee replacement. All participants had some degree of knee
OA on x-ray. Participants completed the Intermittent and Con-
stant OA Pain Measure (ICOAP), the Numeric Pain Rating Scale
(NRS) where lower scores indicated less pain in both measures,
KOOS ADL subscale (higher scores less disability), the KOOS-
PS (lower scores less disability), and the Social Role Participation
Questionnaire (SRPQ) (higher score less restrictions). Additionally,
participants completed the OA Knowledge Questionnaire and the
Brief Illness Perceptions Questionnaire as an evaluation of their
cognitive and emotional perceptions of their knee problems. De-
scriptive statistics with 95% conﬁdence intervals were calculated
for each measure by group.
Results: Table 1 provides the description of the groups. Overall,
more females participated in the study and there was a slightly
higher proportion of males in the early OA group. Overall, those
with early OA experienced less pain and disability than those with
moderate or end-stage OA, with a tendency for this group to report
less constant pain. Differences were statistically signiﬁcant for the
KOOS-PS (p=0.004, group 1 vs. other) and KOOS-ADL (p=0.02,
group 1 vs other). However, only those with end-stage OA had
reduced satisfaction with their ability to participate in social roles
(Table 2). There were no differences in OA knowledge in the
three groups; however, those with early OA reported less overall
concern about their knee problems currently or for the future. In
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Table 1. Sample description
Age M/F Urban/Rural Marital Status
Mean, sd (with partner/alone)
Group 1
(n=23) 58.7, 11.0 7/16 (30.4/69.5%) 12/11 (52.2/47.8%) 8/15 (34.8/65.2%)
Group 2
(n=49) 62.6, 9.3 9/40 (18.4/81.6%) 24/25 (49.0/51.0%) 14/35 (28.6/71.4%)
Group 3
(n=22) 63.0, 9.9 4/18 (18.2/81.8) 15/7 (68.2/31.3%) 8/14 (36.4/63.6%)
Table 2. Pain, Disability and Participation
Group 1 (n=23) Group 2 (n=49) Group 3 (n=22)
mean (95% CI) mean (95% CI) mean (95% CI)
Constant Pain 14.6 (2.1-27.0) 25.1 (17.0-33.2) 25.7 (10.2-41.1)
Intermittent Pain 29.7 (20.8-38.6) 35.8 (28.4-43.2) 47.0 (34.9-59.0)
Total Pain 22.8 (17.5-28.1) 30.9 (26.2-35.6) 37.3 (28-46.5)
NRS Pain 5.1 (4.1-6.1) 5.5 (5.0-6.1) 6.9 (5.8-7.9)
KOOS-PS 38.4 (31.0-45.7) 48.6 (45.2-52.1) 46.1 (41.1-51.1)
KOOS-ADL 68.7 (59.8-77.7) 58.1 (53.2-63.0) 56.0 (47.6-64.4)
SRPQ: Importance 3.6 (3.4-3.8) 3.6 (3.5-3.7) 3.8 (3.1-4.5)
SRPQ: Ability 3.1 (2.6-3.5) 3.1 (2.9-3.3) 2.6 (2.2-3.1)
those with early OA, 21% (5/23) intermittently used prescription
medication, 65% used over the counter medication and 22% used
glucosamine.
Conclusions: People with early OA experience pain and disability
although the trend is to a lesser degree than for those with mod-
erate and end-stage OA, as expected. A proportion of individuals
are seeking care. However, although the sample is small, these
data highlight the need for a better understanding of this subgroup
of people with early OA related to possible disease progression
and interventions to ameliorate symptoms and disability.
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VARIATIONS OF RESPONDERS RATES ACCORDING TO
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Background: Results of clinical trials in OA are usually reported
as group comparisons of the mean (± standard deviation, sd) in
score of the selected outcome. It might be more clinically relevant
to show the results at a patient level, using a response criterion.
Several response criteria are available: OARSI/OMERACT modi-
ﬁed set of responder criteria [1], the Patient Acceptable Symptom
State (PASS) [2] and the Minimum Clinically Important Improve-
ment (MCII) [3].
Objectives: To assess differences in responder rates using vari-
ous response criteria in a RCT in knee OA.
Methods: Data were extracted from a prospective, multicentre,
double-blind RCT comparing two hyaluronans over 24 weeks
(F60027-Structovial and Hylan G-F 20-Synvisc) according to a
Abstract 304 – Table 1. Responder rates according to various deﬁnitions of response in a RCT in knee OA
PP dataset F60027 group Hylan G F-20 group Global population
Baseline pain score (0-100, mm) (sd) 68.6 (13.2) 67.5 (11.6) 68.1 (12.5)
Mean change from baseline at week 24 (mm) (sd) -38.8 (24.7) -37.1 (25.4) -38.0 (25.0)
N (%) of patients at PASS for pain at week 24 ≤32.3 mm 71 (59.7%) 78 (66.7%) 149 (63.1%)
N (%) of patients achieving MCII(absolute) on pain at week 24≥ 19.9 mm 96 (80.7%) 88 (75.2%) 184 (78%)
N (%) of patients achieving MCII (%) on pain at week 24 ≥40.8% improvement 83 (69.7%) 83 (70.9%) 166 (70.3%)
OMERACT/OARSI response criteria 77 (64.7%) 79 (67.5%) 156 (66%)
Baseline LFI score 13.6 (3.2) 13.2 (2.9) 13.4 (3.1)
Mean LFI score change from baseline at week 24 -5.7 (3.8) -5.6 (4.0) -5.7 (3.9)
non inferiority design. The main outcome was the Lequesne index
score (LFI). The secondary outcome was global pain on a Visual
Analog Scale (VAS). 236 patients were available in the main
analysis (per protocol analysis, PP). Demographic and knee OA
characteristics were identical to those usually reported in knee OA
trials. Since no value of the PASS is validated for the LFI yet, the
results on pain VAS were used to classify patients as responders
or not using OMERACT/OARSI modiﬁed criteria, PASS and MCII
(using absolute value or % of improvement). Results are reported
as mean (sd) and number (%).
Results: Table 1 below shows the response rates according to
the different criteria. Rates of responders varied considerably:
from 60 to 80% in each group and from 63% to 78% in the
overall population (both treatment groups can be merged since
non-inferiority was proven). The most liberal deﬁnition seems to
be MCII (absolute), while the strictest appears to be PASS.
Conclusions: Reporting clinical trial results at a patient level using
response rates might be meaningful in knee OA. However this
study clearly demonstrate that results signiﬁcantly vary according
to the response criterion used which is likely to lead to "positive"
or "negative" results accordingly. More work is needed to help
assessing the most clinically relevant response deﬁnition in knee
OA.
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OSTEOARTHRITIS: VIEWS FROM PATIENTS AND
PRACTITIONERS. ELABORATION OF THE KNEE
FEAR-BELIEF QUESTIONNAIRE (KFBQ) USING A
QUALITATIVE INTERVIEW STUDY AND A DELPHI
CONSENSUS METHOD
I. Boutron1, S. Alami2, D. Desjeux3, M. Hirschhorn3, G. Meric4,
F. Rannou5, S. Poiraudeau5
1AP-HP, Université ParisDiderot, Paris, France; 2Université Paris
Descartes, Interlis, Paris, France; 3Université Paris Descartes,
Paris, France; 4Pﬁzer, Paris, France; 5AP-HP, Université Paris
Descartes, Paris, France
Purpose: Fears and beliefs of patients are well identiﬁed in low
back pain patients but not usually taken into consideration for
management strategies and their assessment in OA. To identify
fears and beliefs of patients regarding knee OA management and
to develop a questionnaire assessing fears and beliefs of patients.
Methods: A qualitative study based on semi structured interviews
was performed with a stratiﬁed sample of 81 patients (59 women)
and 29 practitioners (8 women, 11 general practitioners (GPs),
6 rheumatologists, 4 orthopedic surgeons, 8 (4 GPs) delivering
alternative medicine). Eleven independent experts analyzed the
